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ABSTRACT 

' The extent of the University of South Carolj 
(USC) appeal to academically talented students vas examine 
potential areas of difficulty in recruiting such students^ 
defined in a questionnaire study. The sample of, academically talented 
students included all of the 1974 semi-finalists from South Carolina 
in the National Merit Scholarship Competition, as well as the 58 
students who competed as semi-finalists ^ot one of USC« Carolina 
Sc|ioiars Awards. It was found that OSC's/appeal to academically ^ 
talented students is not strong. Such students who considered DSC bul^ 
elected to go elsewhere cited as the pi;amary reason the academic 
reputation of the school. Those who cb0se^to attend OSC were more 
likely to cite low cost as the major yeaSon, although the 
a\iiailability of the Carolina Scholars/ Program was a major influence 
for some. Based on student recommendations, USC cou3.d enhance its 
appeal to these students by taking steps to strengthen its 
undergraduate academic reputation,' i>y promoting its newly created 
medical school, by expanding existing 'honors and study abroad 
programs, and by offering additio^lal scholarships awarded on merit. 
(LB It) ' 
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RESEARCH NOTES NO. 31-76 



Introduction: 



In the fall of 1974, tl^e iResearch Office of the Division of Student 
^fkirs administered a questionnaire to a select samp^ie of academically 
talented South Carolina students during their freshman year at the Univer- 
sity of South Carolina (USC) and other colleges throughout the United 
States. The purpose of this study was Jto determine the^ extent of USC^si 
appeal to acadeqilcaily talented students and to define pptentlal areas ^ . 
of ^difficulty in recruiting ..such students. , . 

The sample of academically talented students which was used in this, 
study included all of the 1974 Semi-Finalists from South Carolina In the ^ 
/National Merit Scholarship Competition, as well as the 58 students who 
competed as semi-finalists for one .of USC* s Carolina Scholars Awards.^ 
; Two different questionnaires were employed in the study. One was 
used for students attending USC, while the other was designed for students 
who chose to attend other colleges and universities. These questionnaires 
along with appropriate cover . letter d explaining the purpose ht the study 
can ^^^und\in the Acadeniic Planninf^ Of f ihe. i , ^ 

Tli^data cpllected in this study can be divided Into thcee parts: 
(1) reasons for attending colleges btfte;r than. U3C, (2) reasons for not 
attending USC, and (3) reasons for attending \5l&t. 



1 ^ ' ■ ' ■ " • ■** 

The Carolina Scholars Program Is USC's most- prestigious scholarship 
^program. Nominations are "rep«.ved from state high^schob^ principals and 
applicants are jevalua ted through a series of regional interviews. The 
list of Sa CarqUjja SchQ3.ars semi-rf Inalists x^as obtained fwm USC's Office 
of Student TInanclal Aid. The list of South Carolina Seml-^inalists in 
the National Merit ^holar ship Competition was obtained froin National llerit 
Publicatlpnd. El^en students who co*existed in each group were; arbitrari- 
ly placed in tji^a' Carolina Scholar^ s group for purposes'of this study. 
■ 7 ' . . 



V 



phe results are presented In tabulai^form foUowed by comments to highlight 
the major findings. 




RESULTS : • 

The survey received an overall rcaponse rate of 41Z as reported In 
Table 1. The academically talented students attending DSC had a hlghei' 
response rate when compared to those students not attending USC (56%: 36%). 



^ TABLE 1 

Number and Percentage of Responses to 
Academically Talented ^tud/^t Survey 



/ 



No. Mailed 

Students Attending USC 51 

Students Not Attending USC 191 

Total V 2A2 



Questionnaire Response 

No» Received Z Received 



29 
70 
99 



56Z 
36% 
41% 



Table 2 shows thatW^the 242 academically talented students selected 
for this study, '51 students or 21% chose to attend/USC. The greater per- 
centage of Carolina Schc^ars attending USC ^45p>^an be partially accounted 
for by the lucrative scliolarships awarded to eight students in this group. 



TABLE 2 

Peccentage of Academically Talented Students 
Attending USC and Other Schools by Type 



Carolina Scholars 
Seml-Flnallsds 
N-58 



Students Attending USC 45> 
Students Not Attending USC 55 
Totals 100 



Nat '1 Merit 




Semi-Finalists 


Totals 


N-184 / 


N-242 


14 ^ 


21 


86 


79 


100 


100 
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Several Imi 




BASONS FOR ^ENPxio COLLEGES OTHER THAN USCj 



int reasons w^i^ given My academically talented students 
who chose tiot td^ ^tlbend USC (^e Table 3) . Academic reputation played an 
Importanjb part An <fhe selection bf the students' present college or university. 
These students/ s^eiaedxto b# seeking a college or university with a strong 
academic repumdljpn. On the i^ther hartd, special /educational programs and 
established/ giro programs \were not importan/ in their decision. Al- 



though low/cf/bat lind 





Influentl 



:4e iiiay 



lal aid \xi general 
role\^^l The recognit 
be^ a\decj^ipig fact 



i6n/ap4 i^fluefice o 



de<rision^ to attend i;heir pres 



riiilatives 



ludeiits were attending the institution of thelr/flrst 




re not important t scholarships 
in of achievement which scholar- 
in their choice ^ollege. 
!^re generally toii9|fort;ant| in ./ 
It institutloii/^ 



Institutipn was not USC. 



Relative Importance of Reasons/Givei^ by Acadesmica 

For Attending Co/leg^ Other Than USC (! 




Impo 



Academic Reasons : 

Academic Reputation (General) 
Academic Reputation (Major)' 
Graduate Program 
Special Ed^ic. Programs 

Pinancial Reasons : 
Scholarships 
Financial Aid 
Low Cost 

Other Reasons: 

Relatives 10% 
Opportunity to Live Away Z0% 

NOTE: Not all categories add to 100% due to missing responses. 



56% 
46% 
10% 
17% 



43% 
27% 
13% 




" Carolina Scliolars seml-f inall^ts not attending USC cited s<:holarships 
as "very important" in their decision to attend their presentxschool when 
compared to the Natlonskl Merit Seml-Finallsts not attending USC <Carolina 
Scholar semi-finalists, 63%; National Merit Semi-Finalists, 37%) ^ 
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REASONS FOR NOT ATTENDING USC ; • 

In addition to learning w^y academically talented students chose to 
attend colleges and universities other than USC, an effort was tnade to 
find out why such students were not attracted to USC. The reasons given 
by students fbr not attending USC are reported In -Table 4. The majority 
of these students reported that USC's academic reputation (l^ck of) was an 
Important reason. Scholarships, financial aid, and the lack of speWal 



educational programs were relatively unimportant « 



TABLE 4 



^ Relative Importance of Reasons Given by 

Academlcally^lented^ Students for Not Attending USC (N-70) 




Academic Reasons ; 

Academic Reputation (General) 30% ' 
Acddomic Reputation (Major) 24X 
Lack of Special Education 3Z 
. Program's 

Financial Reasons : 

Scholarships 16% 
Financial Aid 7% 



36% 
20% 
9% 



20% 
9% 



' 30% 
46% 

/ 79% 



54% 



NOTE: Not all categories add to 100% due to missing responfteB'. 

The subjective ^comments academically talented students not attending 



use are reported In Tables 5 and 6. Table 5 reveale^t least one more im- 
portant reason listed by these] students for jattending tjhfelr present Institu- 
tion, which might best be cha^racterlzed as atmosphere ot environment. Al- 
though academic reputation was most* important, these studehts wanted what X' 
they described as a friendly atmosphere, small slz? a^d a campus wltjv^well 
-identified sense |Of community. ^ . 



/ TABLES 
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ther Rej^sons Cited for ^tteyi^g 
Present C^lege^b^^ Academically Talented ^udi^B Not Enrolled at USC 

S^nolarshlp^ / 
i ^Ive Aw^#from Home / 
1 Mote ^tvvolvement Off Campus 
1 /]thieelchalr Campus 
1/ Historical Atmoapher^ 
Academic .Offerings 
Cost Less , J ^ * 

Able to Play Football ^ 



yre^uency / 

10\ Friendly Al^o^ere & NicB Campus 
9 Small Slz6 
5 Religious Afflllatiori 
X j^e at Korie 
3 Geographic Location^ 
3 Faculty IJiscount \ 
3 _Djty.erW-;'Stj3dent Body 
2 "^Academi^^ Refutation 




^EASbNS FOR ATTENDING COLLEGES OTHER THAN USC ; ^ ' ^ 

Several important reasons were given by academically talented students^, 
who chose not to at^ftd^SC (see Table 3). . AMdemic reputatiion t)layed an 
.Important^ikrt in the selection of the students' present college or university, 
These students seemed to be seeking* a college or university with' a strong, 
academic reputation. Oir the i>ther hand, sp^t^ial educational programs and 
established graduate progr^ 

though low cost and fiHMfcial aid In general were not Import^t, scholarshipis 

role.^ The i^ecognitlon of achievement which schojar- 



jre b^en a deciding fac^^er in* their choice qf college, 
influence of relatives were generally unimportant Ixi 



.did play aa influent j 
C ships provide may 
Location '4 

students' deeasions to atte^d their present Infi^titutlon. Overwhelmliigly, 
^ l:hese students were attending the Institution )of their first choice (83Z)' 
and that InBtitution was not USC. . " 



\ 



table;3 



Relatlvfe -Importance -of Reasons ^Jiven-by Academically Talented Students 
Fbr Attendl^^olleges Other -Than USC (N»70) 



Academic Reasons : , * 

i^ademic Reputation (General) 
A^demic Reputation (Majoj^)^ 
Graduate Program - 
Special Educ. Programs , 

Pinanclal Reasons ; 
Scholarships 
Financial Aid ' 

Low Cos^^^^^^ 

Other Reasons; ^^"^^ 
Relafedvgs * 

Opportunity to Live Away 



Impofiint 

56% 
46% ' 

LD%^-^ 
175^ 

43% 
27% 
rl3% 

10% ' 
20% • 



Somewhat^ 
Important 



37% 
30% 
19% . 
14% 

19Z _ 
13% 
17% • 

36%^, 
30% 



T No^ 
Import 



ant 



6% 
23% 
70% 
64% 

39% 

56%. 

59% 

54% 
50% 



.NOTE 



: Not ^1 categories add to 100% due to missing responses. 



>i^Carolina Scholars semi-finalists not attenjjin^ USC cited scholarships 
as V'vety Important" in t^eir decisioriVfo attendtheir present^chool when 
^^red. to the National Merit Semi-Finalists not attending USC. <Carolina 
Scholar semi-finalists, 63%; National Merit Semi-Finalists, 37%) . 



V: TABLE-,7 

Relative L^portince^ Reasona Given by • ' 
Academically Talented Studehts^fojr Attending USC (N-28) 




SaSSgteSf Impgglant 



Academic Reasons; 

Academic Reputation (Generj^) 
\ Academic deputation (Mai^t) 
^ Graduate Program <\ 
Honors Program 
Special Education Programs 

Financial Reaauns: 

Carollnr Scholar > ^ 
Schol^^hlps ^ 
I FlnancUl Aid 
Low Cost 

/6ther Reasons: 
Relatives 



29% 
32% 
18Z 
18X 
7% 

39Z 
32Z' 
21Z 
46% 

21% 



32% 
39% 
i8% 
43% 
7% 

18% 
14% 
14% 
39% 

7% 



36% 
25% 
57% 
36% 
64% 

39% 
39% 
56% 
14% 

68% 



NOTE: Not all categories add to 100% due to missing respdnses. 

Table's Il9t8 other coltteges to which academl^ly talented students 
attending USC submitted appUca taenia. On^ ftotes^at nearly half of these 
applications were submitted to Instl^tlons within South Carolina. 



TABLE 



Other Institutions 
Academically Talente 



Frequency 

4 
3 
3 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 



Clemson ■ " ' 
College of Charleston 
Furman 
Davidson 
Duke 
^rnory 

Presbyterian College 
Washington ynlve^slty 
Woff ord , 

B^tlst College of Chas. 
Centre College of Ky. 
Citadel 

Coastal Carolina 
East Carolina 
Georgetown 
George Washington 




led to for Admission by 
^Students Attending USC 

Frequency 

Georgia Tech* 



Lander 
M.I.T. 

Memphis State 
Ptliv^eton 
Stanford ' 

U.l^. Military Academy 
Utilv. of Georgia 
Univ. pf Miami 
Univ. of New Jer^y 
Unlv,^ of Nor tfir Carolina 
Univ. of Tennessee 
Vanderbllt 
4fake Forest 
Wlnthrlbp 
Yale 
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Subjective comments by academlcay^ talented students attending 
use are reported In Tables 9 'and 10, They point out the need for 
Improvements In the scholarship program and academic standards at USC« 
Suggeatlons were made for enlarging USC*s scholarship program with more * 
emphasis given to merit. Suggestlpns for Improving the aclEldemic atmosphere 
Included raising of standards and implementing an honors college on the 
Horseshoe. 

•-TABLE 9 

^ Other Reasons Cited by ^ 

^ Academically Talented' Students for Attending USC 
Frequency ^ ' ^ 

8 Close to home , 

4 Caroling Scholars Progrto ? 

3 Large size ' ^ - - * 
2 Excellent music program 

2 Last (financially reasonable) practical choice 
Cultural events (Columbia) i ^ ^ 

Near large city ^ . - 

liiberal rules 
Lav School^ 

Radio station with degree in Broadcast Journalism _ \ 

Advanccfd standing v 
Wide range of classes 

USG special events and programs \ ^ 

Independent study % 

Aid from other schools insufficient /» • ^ ^ 

Boyfriend at USC » ^ 

'Traclc program 

^ • , ^ 

TABLE. 10 

Additional Comments Offered by ' 
^ Academically Talented Students Attending USC 

Frequency 

5 Need to create more academic scholarships 

4 Lack of academic atmosphere on campus « - 
2 "Honors College" 

1 Would not advise academically talented students to come to USC y 
1 "Treatment" given to National Merit Seml-]^tilallsts very good | 
1 Raise standards to attract stud^ts , ^ . 

1 Doubtful as to whether would |?emain at USC * 
1 Honors Program needs attention 

1 Send material on "Honors College" to high school seniors 

1 Arrange a visit to academic departments \ ^ 

1 Assign a faculty member on a permanent basis (advisor) ^ ' 

1 ' More inii^pendent study 

10 



/ 



In conclusion » O^e^s appeal to academlcall/talented students Is 
not strong. Sucjv^udents who considered USC but elected tqc go else^ 
where cited Wthe prlniary reason the ac^emlc reputatlo|t^ >f the college 
or unlveti*^. In contrast, academi^lly talented stydents who chose 
to attend USC were more likely t0 ^It^-lqw cost as the major reason, 
although the availability of the Carolina Scholars Program was certainly 
a major Influence for same/ Based oti student reccrtmnendatlong, USC coul^ 
enhance Its appeal to th^e students by taking steps to strengthen Its 
tindergraduate academic/reputation, by promoting Its. newly created medical 
school, by expanding existing honors and study abroad programs, and by 
offering addltlonad scholarships awarded on merit.. * 
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^ubjisctlve cotmnents by academically talented students, attending 
/ use are reported. In Tables 9* and 10. They point out the need for 

^Majfl^vements in, the!8ch(4aMi4P program^ starfdards at USC*, J 

^Suggestions were made fox eniargln g, USC^s scholarship program, with more • 
emphasis given to merit. Suggestions for improving the academic atmosphere 
Included raising of .standards arid implementing ati honors ^college on the 
Horseshoe; "^"^ . - ' A ; r : 

' " . ' • TABLE ^ ' * . * 

^ ' Other Reasons Cited by ' - ; ' 

. " Academically Talented Students for Attending USC 
Frequency ^ . " 

8 Close to . home ^ • , 

4 Carolina Schoolers Program ^ ^ ^ ' 

3 Large size ^ • ^ 

• 2 Excelleht mu sic ^g rogram- 
2 Last (f inane lallyria! 

Cultural events (Coltimbia) 
Near l^rge^clty 
Liberal! rules 
Lav School 

BaHlo station with degree In Bri>adcast Journalism ^ 
Advanced. St and Itxg / 

Wide r^nge of classes / ^ ^ " 

use special^ events and progx^ams * ^ 
independent study /"^ . 

Aid froms^ther jschool^ insufficient ^ . * 
Boyfrl^ndSt USC . ~ 

Track' program * ^ 
-\ . ' ^ g ' ^ 

TABLE 10 

' Additional Cotpents Offered by 
• ^ Academically -Talented Students Attending "USC 

Frequency ' \ ' * . ' 

Ne^d to create more academic scholarships 



^practlca[l choice 



5 
4 
2 
1 
1' 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
* 1 



Lack of academic atmosphere on campus • 
"Honors College" 

Would ;iot advise gcademically talejnt^d students, to^ometo USC 
"Treatment" given to Natlbnal iMerit^Seml-Eiti^HstTver;^ ^ood 
Raise standard^ to at'tract stud^^t^ 
Doubtful as to whether would r^aln at USC-/ 
Honors Program needs attention 

Send material on "Honors College" to hl'g^' school aenlGrs 
Arrange a visit to academic departments 
Assign a faculty member on a permanent baSls (advisor) ^ 
Ito^ independent study 
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In conduston, U^e^ appeal to academicall/^alented students is. 
not^ strong* Sudv^^tudents who considered U^S^but elected tpcgo else^^ 
where cited ^/the primary reason- the acfademic^jreput^^ the college^ 

or unfveria^y. In contrast, acade^^lly talented^st yderits who chose / 
to attend USC were more , likely y/ :it&<l,ow cost as the major reason,^/ 
although the availability of the, Carolina Scholars Program was certainly 



V itejor :lilf Itmnce f or some/ Based on^student reco^endations^tJSq^ioul^ 
enhance Its ap|)'eal to tl^e students by taking .ste^ to streng^h^ Its 
' Ijndergraduate academic/ reputation, by promoting its newly cteated medical^ 
school, by expandinj/existing iibhors and study abroad programs, arid by "'^ 
offering additionfid scholarships awarded on merit. 
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